CLASSES  ATTEND  TO  THEIB  OWN  INTERESTS.        1TZ

themselves ? The truth is plain enough, even for a child
to comprehend. If there be any reason in the theory of
the Constitution, then, while the members of the House
of Peers should belong to the peerage, the members of the
House of Commons should belong to the commonalty.
Either the constitutional theory is sheer nonsense, or else
the choice of lords as representatives of the people proves
the folly of constituencies.

But this folly by no means ends here: it works out
other results quite as absurd. What should we think of a
man giving his servants equal authority with himself over
the aifairs of his household ? Suppose the shareholders
in a railway company were to elect, as members of their
board of directors, the secretary, engineer, superintend-
ent, traffic-manager, and others such ? Should wo not bo
astonished at their stupidity ? Should we not prophesy
that the private advantage of officials would frequently
override the welfare of the company ? Yet our parlia-
mentary electors commit a blunder of just the same kind.
For what are military and naval officers but servants of
the nation ; standing to it in a relation like that in which
the officers of a railway-company stand to the company ?
Do they not perform public work ? do they not take pub-
lic pay ? And do not their interests differ from those of
the public, as the interests of the employed from those of
the employer ? The impropriety of admitting executive
agents of the State into the Legislature, has over and
over again thrust itself into notice; and in minor cases
has been prevented by sundry Acts of Parliament. Enu-
merating those disqualified for the House of Commons,
Blackstone says :

" No person concerned in the management of any duties 01
taxes created since 1692, except the commissioners of the treasury,
nor any of the officers following (viz., commissioners of prizes,
transports, sick and wounded, wine licenses, navy, and victualling;